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1A1 no, i'ttloAr, J Vl\ 


Pr^iderit’s News Conference on Foreign and Domestic issues 


Following is a transcript of President Reagan’s news conference last night 
in: Washington, as recorded by The New York Times: 


OPENING STATEMENT 


v Be seated. I have a brief opening 
statement- besides saying- good 
evening. One week age today in Lon- 
don, I joined the leaders of six major 
industrialized democracies for. the 
, annual economic summit and we met 
to take the pulse of the world econ- . 
omy, to measure the impact of the 
policies that we’ve been Implement- 
, ing during the past three years, and to 
continue strengthening the freedom, 
prosperity and peace that we share. 


Change comes neither easily nbr 
quickly , it); foreign affairs but there 
- was recognition in London that while 
we continue to face pressing chal- 
lenges we are, on the right track. By 
working together, by sticking to our 
policies,; we’ve made impressive 
progress- since 1981, The Western 
democracies have been moving from 
weakness to strength,; front disap- 
pointment and pessimism to confi- 
, dence and hope for a better future. In 
1981, our economies had an average 
growth of only 1 . 8 percent and 8 Vi per- 
cent inflation. But, led by the re- 
covery and now the expansion in the 
United States, our average growth to- 
day is up to 4 percent while inflation 
has been cut in half. 

: There was recognition that trie in- 
centives of America’s recovery pro- 
gram, which sparked pur economic 
takeoff arid trie creation of more than 
spc million jobs in the last 18 months, 
Have riaade a hiajpr contribution to 
the improvement in both the perform- 
ance and the outlook for the world 
economy. I reaffirmed to our allies 
America’S bedrock commitment to 
the NATO alliance and to its mission 
to protect peace and freedom in the 
West. Europe and America have en- 
joyed nearly 40 years/ of peace. If 
NATO remains strong and unified, 
and I believe NATO is stronger and 
more unified today than ever before, 


Ties With Soviet 

' We have re-established strength 
and confidence stretching beyond 
America’s shores to Europe and the 
Pacific Basin, and we’re trying as 
well to promote a better, more realis- 
tic, long-term relationship with the 
Soviet Union. And that’s why we and 
our allies have made so many initia- ; 
tives to reduce nuclear arsenals, bap 
chemical weapons, break the im- 
passe in the East-West conventional 
force negotiations, curb nuclear pro- 
liferatiorr and reach agreement on 
proposals fori increasing confidence 
and reducing the risk of surprise at- 
tack in Europe. ' 

i The West is doing its utmost but to 
date we have met with continued 
Soviet unwillingness to return to the 
nuclear arms negotiating tables. 
America is standing taller in the 
world today but if we’re to continue 
on course toward a more prosperous, 
peaceful world, then we need the full 
cooperation of the Congress. The Con- 
gress must support our strategic 
modernization program; to keep 
America strong and convince the 
Soviets it is in their best interest to 
choose the course of negotiation, not 
Confrontation, so we can safely re- 
duce arms while preserving peace 
arid stability. 

** The Congress must pass the recom- 
mendations of the Bipartisan Com- 
mission on Central America and the 
two supplemental requests now be- 
fore it, to promote democracy, eco- 
nomic development and greater se- 
curity in that vital region to our south. 
And the Congress must promptly 
pass our deficit reduction program to 
help ensure that our economic re- 
covery remains strong. < . 

, And now, Helen, you’re No. 1. 


question is, where do we stand how? 
Are you willing to go for a summit' 
and start the ball rolling? -t 
A. Well, Helen, in the first' place 
with regard to thd tvfo Seriaforst and I 


And I don’t think that we oughf to go : A., Veil, that matter is in the court 

into something of that kind. But at the now. And if that is decided by the 

same time, I’m not talking ajbout, oh, court, I will give the same orders with 

a preconstructed meeting m* which regard’ to cooperation. Frankly, 

you’ve got a list of points you, you can baged on that Democratic Committee 

have an agenda, in which it is the gen- report, it didn’t make any sense at all. 

eral area of the things that you think This has been investigated thorough- 

could lead to better understanding, ly. 

And that’s good enough for me. But / 

right now, we’re getting a, r§spoji?e : Q, Sir/ in recent speeches this year 

from them that, they want 1 a very about the Soviets you have held out an 

carefully prepared agenda. Nqw if olive branch to them, but at the same 


right now, we’re getting a, response : Q, Sir, in recent speeches this year 
from them that, they want a very about the Soviets you have held out an 
carefully prepared agenda. Nqw if olive branch to them, but at the same 
they agree, with me that there ire time you usually either denounce, 
things we Can talk" about that ' might their system or their actions. Wpuldit 


clear the air and create a better un- be better, in an attempt to get this 
derstanding between us; that’s finb. dialogue started again, whether at 

Q: If I could follow up — are you the summit or back in Geneva, if you 

illine to takft cterm now tn Kootn tha , eimntv hsU J.u 


willing to take steps nqw to begin the simply held out the olive branch with- 
process of working out an agenda so put also taking a shot at them? 
that a summit could* ultimately A. Well, I don’t think I’ve gone out 
oc ? ur ?, . ' * of my way to just call them names or 

A: Well, we are taking steps. We’re anything. I’ve usually pointed to 

— this is what I mean by'quiet.diplo- something that is counter to their 


macy. And I have been in communi- 
cation myself; | written communiCa- 


protestations of wanting peace and 
cooperation, such as walking away 


tion, the Soviet leadership. There is from the arms talks. I don’t think that 
one thing that I think,^ Tve^said tfris I’ve said anything that was as fiery as 
before — but that I think many of you them referring to the funeral service 
fail to reqognize and that is, there for the unknown soldier as a milita- 
have been three Russian heads of ristic orgy. If we’re going to talk 
state since I became President* One about comparisons of rhetoric, 



Leaders of the seven major industrial nations and their foreign ministers 
meeting last week at the Lancaster House. President Reagan said at his 
news conference last night that “there was recognition in London that while 
we continue to face pressing challenges we are on the right track.” 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 

Summit Talha arguing with someone or not arguing 

Ouniinu 1 alKS with someone. There’ve been a lot of 

Q. Mr, President, no matter what changes over there. But we’re ready, 
you say you’ve done so far, two Re- Willing and able, 
publican leaders don’t think youSfe , _ _ . 

done enough. And they are urging yot«f- Carter Debate Papers 
to hold regular summit meetings for i ' _ ... 

fear we’ll blow each othhr rip, with thd i Q- President, nearly a year ago 

Soviets without any conditions at to j 7 0U said that you wanted to get to the 
issues or outcome. Both you' and the ! bottom of the matter of the so-called' 
Soviets have said you will go to a sum- hnefing papers that went from the 


campaign^ I wonder, sir, if in that 
year you, have ever talked to Mr. 
Baker and to Mr, Casey and asked 
them precisely what their roles were - 
in that matter?'.-'.- 


agreed on that and I told them some a .campaign — of something that 
of the difficulties and problems that s pj'ghfvp come through his office and 
we’ve been having. .... * . /'f beenpassed, on* .That- goes Mb** ?.*r! 

But yra; t e$£ mB£t$ m&t\nd .a W.thpre is.one thing that ought 

talk any time. So farthey have been ! ^ cleared, up about this whole 

the ones not responding but we have - » I did give orders to the 
kept in communication: Ther& are a M- 1 - to make this investigation thor- 
number of issues other than arms re- i and I gave orders to all of our 
ductions that we Mve jTOggested talk- i P*®* to cooperate to the fullest ex- 
ing to the/n about; And we’rp going to j tent, and they did. 
continue fflC th|' areifof qujeh diplo- " > , AwkJhp J Mice : Department and 
macy to bring that about. (the F.R.L wer* satisfied that it was 

. Q. Well; are you going to make an i n °. crimirial intent of any kind. Bpt.the 
affirmative hirive for alurhmit, rind ! that I want to make clear is we 
to try to clear away some of these ’ stlU k ? e P call mg it the ‘briefing book, 

stumbling blocks that hive* really , N , 0W > lt ^tablished quite a 
caused great East-West tension? fhd® ago that the so-called debate 

A. Well, this is what I meant with hnefing book, , of the Carter team, 

my remarks, that we are continuing n ® ve £ has °® en m our possession ; that 

to keep communication with the idea . a11 .that was uncovered, were some 

leading toward that verd thing,' I»sition papers, the type of things 

. « that were issues during the cam- 
s’ > • , X t paign, and all of it had been out in the 

Advance Preparation [open and made public as the cam* 

_ , * paign went on, before the debate. 

Q: Mr. President,, dd we under- But the briefing book, if you will 
stand you to say that you're willing remember, the briefing book, it was 

now to drop your long-held view that a pointed out, finally someone located 

summit would have to be carefully ort the other side, and there it was, 

prepared, ip advance, .apd hpld the and no one on this side ever saw it, 

prospect for reasonable success? rfor was it ever in our hands. 

A: WelJ it wouldn’t really be neces- Q. To finally call if off, sir, there 
sary for roe tq drpp tKpt since the seems, however, to be some conflict 
Russians say that that’s exactly what in the matter, because although the 

they frel happed before, there ’Justice Department said no crime 

can be a; meeting; Thrif it must' be ha$ been committed, a Democratic- 

carefully prepared and — Let me ex- controlled committee ori the Hill says 

plain, maybe a little more fully, what, — suggests — that there may have 

when I say that, what I have in muid. been a crime committed! In view of 

There vq been a couple of tiities in the the fact that there is this conflict — 

past in which representatives from theDemocratsdon’tbelieveyourJus- 
the free world and fromour own epun- tice Department, and the Republl- 
try have gotten into things simply to cans don’t believe the Democratic 
get acquainted or say hello. And they Committee — wouldn’t it be better to 
have led to great expectations and have a special prosecutor that would 
they’ve led to great disappointment, resolve the matter once and for all? 


1 A* Veil, that matter is in the court 


of them, I knew personally. Ihe sec- 
ond one was, we now' know, in ill 
health. Because he was virtually fa- 


they’ve topped me in spades. Lesley. 
Q. Sir. If I may? 

A, You know, you shorten the num- 


communicadp to anyone during his her of questions we’re getting with all 

period. And now this newest one is these follow-ups. 
setting up an administration and so Q. All right. Thank you. Anytime, 
forth. So it isn’t as if we’ve been sit- Q. I don’t know if everyone is left as 

ting here for three and a half years unclear as I am on wft A re we stand 


with the summit with the Soviets. Are 
you inviting Mr. Chernenko to come 
and have a summit with you and are 
you willing to have your advisers sit 
down with his advisers to work out the 
pre-planning that you both say is nec- 
essary? -- • ' 'f 

A. We have been ip contact with 
them on a number of issues that we 
think — bilateral issues that we think 
should be discussed between us. Of 
course, there is the matter of the 
arms talks, also, although we’ve not 
been talking about that since thejr 
have simply walked away. All I cad 
tell you is that what I call quiet diplo- 
macy we are in contact with their ; 
people, trying to establish a basis for 
talks. - . ! 

— Q. Is this in invitation 1 ? t • < > r 

•i A, We haven’t reached that points 
yet, ' -,!■■■- r.t 

Q. I’d like to join Lesley in not being 
quite sure here. There seems to be a 
change or something that we have at 
least not known before. Your com- 
munication with the Soviet leadership 

— hps that been with Mr. Chernenko, , 
and what — has the subject been a 
suirimit', ri itfeetiji£ bqjw&ai y6U rind. 
Mr. Chernenko? 

A. No, much of the communication 
has been simply on the broad rela- 
tionship between our two countries, 
and m^ communication 1 by. writing 
has been witif M?/ Cfiefrienko^ V' 9 . 

Q. If I could just follow up —t sorry 

— he’s much more gentlemanly- 

Would you be willing to meet with Mr. 
Chernenko even if he won’t send his- 
delegation back to- the nuclear arms*, 
talks?, . , . , , % .-j 


Relations With SQvie| i 

Q. Mr. President, you have said re- 
cently that you think that U.S.-Soviet 
relations would improve ip a second 
Reagan term but several other people 
who have been in Moscow quote offi- 
cials there as saying that isn’t true, 
that they’re not going; to ever deal 
with you ; they feel you have been too 
harsh. What hard evidence do' you 
have that relations would improve 
after the election? • 

A. Well, if I’ve been too harsh, 
maybe if I apologize for shooting 
down the K.X.L. 707 arid some things 
like that, maybe they’ll warm up and 
be willing to talk. No, I think it’s very 
obvious — and I wouldn’t expect them , 
to do anything that might help me in ’ 
the coming, election — .hut, I think 
when it’s Over, rind they know that 
four years lie out ahead, if I’m here 
for four years, then I think they’ll 
talk. ■ 

Q. Well, that brings up the ques-' 
tion: Do you think that .the Soviets 
could get a, better deal from your 
Democratic opporient than they could 
from you? . V • , . - 

A, Oh, I’m not going to comment ori 
that! No. ' ‘ 

Q. Mr. President, as I recall, one of 
your previous formulations about a 
summit was that you. would have to 
have something concrete to show for 
it. Are you willing to have a summit" 
that does not have a concrete agree- 
ment or piece of paper like the new 
SALT or START treaty or some new 
initiative towrird a SALT or START- 
treaty? ■ r - ■ " ' ■ '< 

A Well; Lars, I’ve never thought 
about a specific of that kirid. As l Y yef 
said, there should be ori ari agenda a • 
subject that both' sides want to talk 
about and have some desire to get a 
settlement. And that holds out the 
promise then that spmfthing might 
be accomplished. s - ,V 

When you don’t' plan that well, i? 1 
could recall and I don’t mean this to 
be critical of my predecessors, but 
there was a get-acquainted meeting 
with Lyndon Johnson. And it was 
nothing more than that. Then there 
was a meeting with Kennedy and. 
Khrushchev, and it didn't ease ten- 
sions or make make things any bet- 
ter. This was the meeting in Vienne, 
It led to even more strains. So, it js a? 
twoedged sword, such ri meeting- 
Yes, you want to accomplish some- 
dung, but you want to be sure that you 
aren’t going to lead to more trouble. . 

Q. You’re willing to have a summit 
that does not end in the signing of a 
treaty on arms control? _ , 

A. Oh yes, I’ve said that once al- 
ready here. 


Timing for Talks 

. Q. What is your time frame on this? 
If you're now willing to negotiate the 
possibility of a summit, do you think 
it could be held before the election? 

I’ A. Whenever the conditions that 
lead to haying one would be fine. But 
one thing let me make clear, I’m not 
going to play political games with this 
subject and go rushing out for some 
kind of political advantage to an- 
nounce that I have asked for a sum- 
mit meeting. That wouldn’t do either 
one of us any good and certainly 
wouldn’t be fair to them. But this is 
legitimate, the door is open and every 
once in a while we’re standing in the 
doorway seeing if anyone’s coming up 
the steps. - ■: . j 
i. Q, What is your estimation, sir, on a 
time frame? ; .. 

A- 1 couldn’t give you one. 

Division in Soviet 


much hope of progress' at this time. 
And you seem to hint that, when you 
say that there’ve been three leaders 
since you’ve been in office. Is that 
j your view arid whaf are the implied- 1 
I tions of that? 

i o A. Well, ' we don’t know. There’s 

been the theory advanced that they’re 

; kind of marking time and perhaps in 
some disagreement about what 
t course they should follow. $ut there’s 
| no way to know that. So we just keep 
i on tiying; ; ’ : 

, Pre-flection Debate 

• Q. Mr. President, if I could get back 
: to political games for a second, for- 
mer President Carter said that, 
earlier this month, that despite your 
statement generally in favor of a de- 
bate with your opponent, that he 
thinks you're going to duck your 
Democratic opponent and will never 
face him in a face-to-face debate. 

. Now that former Vice President Wal- 
ter Mondale is the apparent Demo- * 
cratic nominee, can you now promise 
that you will participate in a Presi- 
dential debate with him? 

, A. President Carter said that I 
would hide? There he goes again! I 
would look forward to a debate. 
Dean? 

Soviet Policy Change 

; Q. Mr. President, today the chief 
Kremlin spokesman said we want to 
, have negotiations with the United 
States on a whole complex of issues, 
which is certainly something differ- 
ent than Mr. Chernenko said the day 
before. Do you read this as a change 
in Soviet policy or tactics? Is there 
something going on there that is hap- 
pening very quickly in relations be- 
tween ouf two countries? 

A. We’ll give ’em — we’ll take a 
chance in finding put on that because, 
as I say, we are, in communication. 
And if they’re ready to talk, we are 

1 too-' ' 

Affirmative Action 

Q- Mr. President, do you interpret 
the Supreme Court decision this week 
in the Meiriphis firefighters case as 
thrideritii knell Of affirmative, action 
as’ we have known if in hiring and 
■ promotion? 

• •' A,' No; I don’t think that at all. I 
think the Supreme Court was inter- 
preting, giving an interpretation of 
what the law actually says. And as a 
matteVof fact I think in the discus- 
siori, up came the point that back 
when that was being discussed, Hu- 
bert Humphrey in the debate in the 
Senate said that the law did not pro- 
! vide for qpotas. The law is to prevent 
discrimination against individuals. 

, And this was what the Supreme Court 
has said in that case. 

Crime Commission 

Q. Last year you set in action a 
commission! on organized crime. 
Could you tell me why, as the first 
part of a two-part question, why this 
commission refuses to say whether it 
is investigating Louis Farrakhan de- 
spite seven Hanafi Muslims and Mal- 
colm X being shot by Mr. Farrak- 
han’s accomplices? 

A. I would have no Way of knowing, 


but a commission that is engaged in a 
study, I’m quite sure that they’re not 
going to talk about things that they 
are currently doing. I think the very 
nature of that kind of investigation 
would indicate that they will report 
when they have everything wrapped 
up and tied up and all the evidence 
that they need for any conclusions 
they come to. 

Q. To follow up, sir, in your setting 
up this commission under Judge 
Kaufman of New York, you specified 
drugs. Are you at all concerned about 
Bob Woodward’s reports of wide- 
spread cocaine use at The Washing- 
ton Post or do you kind of shuff it off 
and explaining that it illustrates a lot 
about why the Post publishes some of 
the things that it does? 

I A. 1 can only say and in regard to 
■ that question is, that you are tempt- 
ing me beyond my strength. 

Deficit Reduction 

Q. Mr. President, you noted in your 
opening remarks the debates on the 
Hill about the deficit reduction pack- 
age. Given some problems we’re hav- 
ing with the spending side but not on 
the tax side, would you be willing to 
sign a tax package without a spending 
package? 

A. Only if I had assurance that the 
spending package was coming along. 
There would be no point in the other. 
This triad that was worked out, this 
three-legged stool of domestic spend- 
ing, defense cuts that we finally 
agreed to, and some changes, some 
reforms in the tax structure that close 
some certain loopholes and so forth, 
this has to go together. I made the 
mistake of going along with a tax in- 
crease in the guise of the same kind of 
treatment on the promise of cuts that 
I never then obtained. And the deficit 
would be considerably smaller if I 
had gotten those cuts that I had asked 
for. This time I’m going to be pretty 
sure. 

Q. Sir, does that mean then you 
might want them to wait from send- 
ing a tax package up until they’ve ac- 
tually completed the spending cuts? 

A. What I say is, if there is assur- 
ance that the appropriation bills are 
going to come up, that they’re work- 
ing on that also, I’m prepared to look 
them in the eye and then say, “Well, 
all right,” and wait, Yes? 

' Hispanic Support 

Q. Mr. President, if you and your 
campaign organization spent a lot of 
time trying to increase your support 
among Hispanic voters, yet you con- 
tinue to support the controversial im- 
migration bill on the Hill now, will 
that not hurt vou with the Hispanic 
voters in the fall? 

A. Well, I know that there are peo- 
ple — I can understand their concern 
arid their fear. I think that if we take 
i every precaution we can in that im- 
migration bill to make sure that there ' 
is not discrimination — simply based 
on the not wanting to bother as to 
whether an individual is legal or not 
— I think we can protect against that. 

; But the simple truth is that we’ve lost 
j cogtrpl .pfejjrpw-ij bpriiers L an^ no na- 1 
I tion can dd that aria survive. And I 
think the thing that they should be 
looking at, that should be of the great- 
est appeal to them, is the very gener- 
ous amnesty — that all the way up to 
: 1982 — we are ready to give those peo- 
| plri permanent^ residency. 

Weapons in Space 

Q. Mr. President, you’ve said to- 
night that you’re ready and willing to 
talk to the Soviets. But Mr. Cher- 
nenko has proposed negotiating a ban' 
on antisatellite weapons ana other 
space weapons. Can you tell Us why, 
beyond the fact that you believe there 
can’t be verification, as you said last 
weekend, why can’t verification be 
negotiated once you sit down with the 
Soviets to discuss those weapons? 

A. Well, there are a number of 
things, and we are studying that. We 
don’t have a flat no on that yet. We’re 
studying that whole situation. The 
Soviets are way ahead of us in that 
field. They’ve been at this for about 10 
years or more. And we are just in the 
field of beginning research. And 
we’ve, I think we’ve had some defi- 
nite reasons there for wanting to 
know our way before we talk. But we 
haven’t slammed the door on that at 


has been significant Soviet violations 
of all of the treaties going back to 
1958? * 

A. We turned over a 200-page report 
to the Congress that was classified. 
We made public a summary of that, 
declassified in a summary. The other 
lengthy report is still classified be- 
cause of the risk of exposing sources. 
But it was a report on outright viola- 
tions of many of the treaties in the 
past and also some ambiguities in 
which, maybe based on language dif- 
ferences or not, they claim a different 
interpretation of the treaty and that 
therefore they’re not violating it. 
They have this, they’re doing what 
they think the treaty prescribes. But 
between those two things, yes, there 
have been those violations. 


Parity ^Vith Soviet 

Q. Mr. President, before you came 
along, in recent years the talk had 
been between the two Governments of 
parity in force between the United 
States and the Soviet Union. Your 
supporters, who wrote the 1980 Re- 
publican platform, called for military 
superiority oyer the Soviet Union. It’s- 
been a little bit fuzzy since, although 
you, in a couple of speeches I think, 
starting with the ‘ ‘star wars’ ’ speech, 
have gone back to using the parlance 
of parity. How do you feel the Repub- 
lican platform this year have handled 
that issue? And between those two 
key words, superiority and parity, 
where should that platform go and 
your Administration go? 

A. My own view is that we should 
maintain the strength and deterent 
that is necessary to assure as much 


as you can haye assurance — 
that there won’t be a confrontation, 
because the price would be too high, 
but at the same time emphasizing 
that we want more than anything else 
to join with them in reducing the 
number of weapons. 

We’ve had arms limitation dealings 
and treaties and, so fprth, even such 
as the SALT treaties. All of those sim- 
ply legalized ana arms race. They 
were limitations, or roles and regula- 
tions, as to how many more weapons 
you could have..' 

As a matter of fact, the Soviet 
Union added almost 4,000 warheads 
after the two sides had signed the 
SALT II agreement. That’s not. my 
idea of what we really nged if we’re, to 
reduce the tensions in the world. ' ' 

What we need is to reduce,’ and 
hopefully to eliminate, the strategic 
nuclear weapons . . 

Q. You’rr on record, and i think at 
least twice, of saying that we do not 
seek anything more man parity in the 
long run. Would not a platform that 
goes further than that and repeats the 
call for superiority give a' wrong sig- 
nal to the Soviet Union? 

A. I would prefer that we not ask for 
superiority, now that we’ve entered 
into and started this whole area. We 
are negotiating with them,’ with other 
countries, in two negotiations that are 
going on that they did not leave or 
walk away from. 

And, yes, I believe that it could be 
counterproductive now to ask for 
that. 


Shortened Term 

J . Mr. President, if you win a sec- 
term, are you absolutely commit- 
ted to serving all four years? I ask the 
question only because a Washington 
magazine reported — I don’t know 
how they knew — that you and the 
First Lady had discussed the possibil- 
ity of, if you went again and if the 
economy's in good shape when you’re 
75 or 76 years old — of possibly turn- 
ing over power. Have you ever 
thought about that? Have you consid- 
ered it or discussed it with the First 
Lady in any case? 

A'. What the devil would a young fel- 
low like me do if I quit the job? 

Q. You did not discuss it with the 
First Lady? 

A No, there’s never been any such 
talk at all. 


Homosexual Rights 

Q. Mr. President^ there’s , a moyg 
afoot in the Congress that has the sup- 
port of many of the Democratic 
Presidential candidates to change the 
Federal civil rights law that prohibits 
jol? discrimination against homosex- 
uals. Is that something that you 
would favor? , j 

Z A. Now, I waa -w. you’re gomg to 
have to start again here. The first few 
words I missed, I was so confuted 
about the three of you. . 

Q. There’s a measure before the 
Congress to change the Federal civil 
rights law to specifically prohibit job 
> cfiscriminatitwf against nwiorexuals. 
IS' that' Something th^t yotf 
favor? ‘ > ' , ^ 

A. Well, I just have to say I am op- 
posed to discrimination period. 

Q. But would you support the meas- 
ure, Mr. President? • ’ 

\ What? 

Q. Would you support that meas^ 
ure?. ' ■ : ' ;•! v30. 


Divided Society 

S Mr. President, the Kerner report 
the United States is moving to- 
wards two societies, one black and 
one white, separate and unequal, Now 
with the outcry from blacks, Hispan- 
ics, American Indians and women 
against your civil rights policies, 
aren’t' you moving this country to- 
ward two separate societies, one of 
white males and the other of blacks, 
Hispanics, American Indians and' 
women, separate and unequal? 

A. I don’t believe there’s been any 
violation of either the letter or the 
spirit of the civil rights laws, nor 
would I stand for such a thing. There ■ 
has been no discrimination of any 
kind in this Administration, nor 
would I stand for that on the part of 
anyone. And I think that what we 
have done, if we will get our informa- 
tion from the horse’s mouth, our Ad- 
ministration, and not from the politi- 
cal rhetoric that has been so preva- 
lent in the last year, I think we can es- 
tablish that no administration has 
done more than we have done with re- 
gard to any of these people that you 
speak of. 

With regard to women, 1 think our 
appointments themselves — but I 
think more than that, no government, 
no administration has ever done what 1 
we have done ill the cleaning up of 
laws and eliminating statutes that 
had discriminatory language, or r 
worked with the states on the same I 
thing, the sam.e basis. And the same 
thing would go with regard to minori- 
ties and blacks and their place in the. 
Government itself. Z , , 

But everything that we have done 
— we haven’t done anything that in 
any way discriminated against any of 
those people. We have done things 
that we think are helpful. 

Q. I want to follow bn that . A leader- 
ship conference which met this past 
week said that you are the greatest 1 
opponent to civil rights as a president 
in the last two decades, and t^ey gave 
fairly specific showing that your poli- 
cies are attempting^ to reverse the 
civil rights gams. ’Xnd how these 
grass-roots people believe that you * 
have been blaming the leaders and 
Brad Revnolds has been blaming the 
media. But aren’t you underestimat- 
ing the intelligence of the grass-roots 
people, or do you think that they don’t 
know what they’re suffering from? , . 
And isn’t this going to really cause a 
division in this country rather than a 
unified Center. Unless you can con- 
vince these people, who are the vic- 
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